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HE IRAQI ARMED 
forces and people 
are being bom- 
barded by the ad- 
vanced armoury of the 
biggest coalition of im- 
perialist powers ever. 


The blockade and sanc- 
tions, defended by the 
Haughey government and all 
the Dail parties, can now be 
seen for what they really 
were: a holding operation by 
the imperialists in order to 
get time to assemble the war 
machine, asoftening up proc- 
ess, acover for gaining broad 
political support especially 
from Arab regimes opposed 
to Baghdad. 


But now the diplomatic 
charade is over. The choreo- 
graphed opposition in the US 
Congress came to its predict- 
able end—support for war. 
The world’s ruling classes, 
including the Irish one, are 
at one in this. In the US and 
in Europe, the official ‘oppo- 
sition’ dissidents now offer 
unconditional backing for 
“our boys”. 


Nothing will be too much 
for these people to accept: 
call-up of civilians; censor- 
ship, repression of the far 
left, of immigrant and exile 
communities, and attacks on 
those demonstrating against 
this war. 


Holocaust 


The holocaust of bombs 
and cruise missiles is not in- 
tended to defeat tyranny. In 
countless countries tyrants 
as bad and worse than Sad- 
dam Hussein have been in- 
stalled and kept in power for 
all of this century by British 
and US imperialism. 
Hussein himself for most of 
the 1980s was a favoured son 
of the imperialist powers, 
armed to the teeth by imperi- 
alism for most of his conflict 
with Iran. 


They applauded him for 
his brutal crushing of the 
Communist Party in Iraq. 
They supplied him with the 
technology for poison gas 
which he used on the Kurds. 
He is in power today because 
they gave him money and 
arms yesterday. 


The war against the Iraqi 
people is demanded in order 
to “liberate Kuwait” by re- 
storing its “legitimate gov- 
ernment”, a ruling oligarchy 
of the most anti-democratic 
character. US commitment 
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IMPERIALI 


to “democracy” was exposed 


in Grenada where democracy 
was ruthlessly snuffed out as 
soon as it threatened the in- 
terests of the US and Euro- 
pean imperialists. 


The - grand coalition 
against Iraq is stuffed full of 
dictatorships and semi-dicta- 
torships. Britain’s govern- 


ment bans television reports 


on the real nature of the 
Saudi regime which its war 
planes are “defending”. 


Allis silence now about the 


aa 


are a hallmark of Saudi “jus- 
tice”, or the unelected nature 
of the Saudi ruling family, or 
the absence of democratic 


rights in Saudi Arabia. 


The United States and 
Britain, hell bent on a war 
with Iraq, have only one driv- 
ing aim—to establish politi- 
cal and military supremacy 
in the Gulf, secure cheap oil 
supplies for the west and es- 
tablish a new world order of 
exploitation and oppression. 


floggings and executions that 


The re-conquest of Kuwait 
by the imperialist armies 


would “free” Kuwait—for 
continued imperialist exploi- 
tation. The rich Kuwaiti rul- 
ing class will be free to live 
their international playboy 
lifestyles. The big oil compa- 
nies will be free to drain the 
oilfields of this British-cre- 
ated city-state. 


The general staffs will be 
free to utilise military instal- 
lations in this strategic part 
of the Gulf. None of this will 
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give freedom to the workers 
and poor within Kuwait. 


Imperialist policy of plun- 
der in the Middle East, as in 
Africa, Asia and Latin Amer- 
ica, deliberately fosters dicta- 
torships. Freedom for these 
regimes from the niceties of 
democracy is often the best 
guarantee of stable condi- 
tions for imperialist profits. 
The Coalition, even now, says 
nothing about restoring de- 
mocracy in [raq. They will es- 
tablish another dictatorship, 


Gorbachev: Towards 
Dictatorship? page 7 
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but one more compliant with 
their needs. 


Bush, Major and Mitter- 
and’s crocodile tears for “de- 
mocracy’ in Kuwait, are 
rightly scorned by the Pales- 
tinians and their sympathis- 
ers throughout the Arab 
world. 


The imperialists’ brutal 
refusal to link the issues, its 
40 year collusion with the op- 
pression and occupation of 
Palestine, its paper resolu- 
tions at the United Nations 
leave no doubt what sort of 
solution they are planning 
after a defeat of the strongest 
Arab military power. 


Should the US-led forces 
crush Iraq, then any Pales- 
tinian ‘settlement’ would be 
tailored to the interests of 
the Zionist state. Saddam 
Hussein’s attempt to link the 
struggles—no matter how 
hypocritical and self-serving 
his motive—is certainly jus- 
tified. 


Deeds Not Words 


The struggles are and 
should be linked in deeds 
and not in words. Moreover, 
in any conflict between Is- 
rae] and Iraq, started by ei- 
ther side, we are with Iraq 
and for the defeat of the Zion- 
ist state. 


Millions of people took to 
the streets in Europe on 
January 12th as war ap- 
proached and again on the 
fourth day of the war. Many 
cities and small towns in the 
USA have seen their biggest 
protests for decades. 


The reason for the scale of 
opposition and the lack ofen- 
thusiasm for this war is that 
many understand or sense 
that their rulers are justify- 
ing this war with lies. 


The workers in Britain, 
the US and the other coun- 
tries of the coalition, cannci 
have the slightest interestir 
supporting their rulers’ was. 
A victory for their armies wil. 
not benefit us but. wil 
strengthen their rule. It will 
bring them nearer to their 
goal of a new world order 
where the exploited and op- 
pressed of the semi-colonies 
are powerless against the 
imperialist military ma- 
chine. 


>>> Continued 


on page 3 
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THE YEAR HAS begun as 
it ended for the Republi- 


can movement—badly. 
Before Christmasthe IRA’s 
resort to proxy bombing 
rebounded politically on 
Sinn Fein and played no 


| small part in the abject 


collapse of the Dessie Ellis 
campaign. 


Inanarticlein the last Class 
Struggle on the issue, we ar- 
gued that the IRA’s actions 
were a sign of increasing des- 
peration with the Republican 
movement claiming that its 
military actions could break 
the stalemate in the North 
and force the British to 
negotiate. “. . the logic of 
which may lead once more to 
the car bombing of the 70s”. 


The year had hardly ended 
when the IRA launched a fire- 


| bomb blitz on whatit described 
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as ‘economic targets’. It re- 
sulted in millions of pounds 
worth of damage to shops, 
supermarkets etc. in, signifi- 
cantly, mainly Protestant 
areas of the Belfast/Lisburn 
region. 

At least 200 workers are 
likely to lose their jobs. The 
IRA attempted to justify its 
actions by claiming that they 


FOR 10 YEARS governments 
have manoeuvred to get out of 
‘special pay awards’ in the pub- 
lic sector and now the union 


| bureaucrats have obliged. 


The PESD contains an in-built 
mechanism to moderate pay 
claims not already fully proc- 


essed. The government will try 
to dissolve all such special 


claims into the 3% local bar- 
gaining element of the new deal! 
Workers will effectively forego 
lodging theirclaims immediately 
and may have to wait until year 
three before submissions will 
be taken. Eventhen a maximum 
ceiling of 3% will be imposed 
(compared with increases of 
10% in the '87-'90 period). 
Claims will inevitably be linked 


| to greater flexibility, mergers or 


alterations in the grading sys- 
tem, embargoes on recruitment 
and even redundancies at worst. 
Proposals have already been 
made forthe shedding of 2,000 
jobs in Telecom and a further 
half as many in An Post! 


This could make irrelevant 
the Conciliation & Arbitration 
mechanism which for forty years 
has slowly helped top up the 
meagre wages of public ser- 
vants. A previous threat to the C 
& Aresulted ina successful one 
day national strike. All of that is 
now to be peacefully surren- 
dered’! 


Buying Off the 
‘Opposition’ 


Union leaders such as Ander- 
son and Tiemey of MSF who 
criticised the previous three year 
deal as inflexible at local level 
have been bought off with a 
concession that unions May ne- 
gotiate fora maximum 3% fur- 
ther increase once in the next 


| three years at local level. But 


there is no commitment to pay! 


_ Butthis very same ‘concession’ 
_ willin the public sector, be used 


to abolish the established pro- 


_ cedure for ‘special pay awards’ 





which have been a major means 
of defending public sector 
wages. For public service work- 


Sinn Féin in Knots 


demonstrated once more the 
inability of the British to re- 
store normality to the North- 
ern Ireland state. 


In the past such actions, it 
was claimed, were a vital step 
in the inevitable achievement 
of the “year of victory”. Now, 
they are recognised even by 
the Republican movement as 
merely symbolic, ‘propaganda 
of the deed’. 


They offer no answer to the 
repression and terror by the 
British army, RUC and UDR 
on the streets across the Six 
Counties. The murder of 
Desmond Carraher by the 
Army and the serious injur- 
ing of his brother, the intro- 
duction of new emergency 
legislation giving further 
powers to “the forces of law 
and order” should be the start- 
ing point for a turn to mass 
struggle on the streets. 


But what are the workers 
thrown on the dole by bombs, 
and the Irish working class as 


ers itis disastrous. 


On the central question fac- 
ing the working class—mass 
unemployment—the PESD is a 
barefaced deceit. The last three 
years of boom saw only a tiny 
increase inthe numbers at work, 
massive emigration and no drop 
in unemployment Now with 
recession deepening in Britain 
and the US the PESD offers 
even more vague and deceitful 
‘promises’ of job creation. In 
fact the ICTU is accepting the 
major job shedding in An Post 
and Telecom. 


Overall, this consolidated deal 
marks a new level of subtlety in 
the attacks on workers. 


Who benefited? 


The rationale used to sell the 
outgoing pay deal was that it 
was essential to generate “busi- 
ness confidence” in order to 
stimulate economic growth. But 
there is no automatic connec- 
tion between the growth of prof- 
its andjob creation. Productivity 
growth in a period of relatively 
stagnant world capitalism actu- 
ally reduces employment! This 
is especially true in an economy 
so deeply subordinated to inter- 
national capital, where major 
profits are exported. Growth in 
industrial production throughout 
the 1980s, in fact, did nothing 
to prevent the loss of one in five 
jobs in manufacturing. 


So while workers took a wage 
cut in real terms, jobs were lost 
and services slashed, Irish 
bosses laughed all the way to 
the bank—surfing on the crest 
of an export-led boom. Mean- 
while, one in four children were 
living below the poverty line and 
125,000 people were forced 
onto the emigration trail. Yet 
the Central Bank estimates that 
in excess of £56 billion in prof- 
its were exported inthe '8/7-'90 
period, two and a half times the 
Gross National Product. 


It is hardly surprising, there- 
fore, that employers can barely 
conceal their glee at the pros- 
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a whole, to make of a move- 
ment which on the one hand 
claimed that such action is 
carried outin the name oftheir 
freedom while simultaneously 


pects of pulling off yet another 
deal. “One deal was extraordi- 
nary, to get two would be quite 
remarkable” was how their 
spokesperson put it. If the 
employers are well pleased with 
the deal—which at first glance 
appears to be more attractive 
than the PNR—it is only be- 
cause they know full well that it 
makes the working class pay. 


Trade unionists must break 
the cycle of self destruction into 
which the ICTU has plunged the 
trade union movement. That 
means breaking with the false 
notion of ‘social partnership’— 
the cover under which our living 
standards are being decimated 
and the fighting organisations 
of our class destroyed. 


The context for the deal is 
clearly the approach of the 1992 
Single European Market. Rag- 
lan Road are handcuffing work- 
ers in order that the bosses can 
have their labour costs well 
planned to survive the sharp- 
ened competition of the ruth- 
less Continental market. 


The method of collective wage 
bargaining favoured by the Irish 
trade union leaderhsip since 
1971 has steadily undermined 
shop floor organisation. When 
the union bureaucrats taunt their 
critics that workers are in no 
mood for a militant alternative, 
this is directly a result of their 
20 years of renouncing strike 
action on general wage claims. 


But it is still a lie to say that 
active resistance cannot be mo- 
bilised if given a lead. Gateaux, 
Waterford and a whole series of 
sectional struggles back to the 
firefighters resistance to cuts 
and national mass protests 
against health cuts in 1987 are 
proof. Where militant action is 
organised, however, the union 
bureaucrats pull out all the stops 
to isolate and dissipate it. 


A start towards a fighting al- 
ternative to the union leaders’ 
class collaboration was made 
when activists and shop stew- 
ards came together early last 
year to form Trade Unionists & 


A More lip biting from Gerry Adams. 


Unemployed Against the Pro- 


other spokespersons argued 
for more investment to create 
jobsin West Belfast and across 
the province? Gerry Adams 
“repretted the loss of the 200 


gramme (TUUAP). Despite win- 
ning the sponsorship of. more 
than 300 rank and file stew- 
ards, the organisers opted to 
have the campaign fall in be- 
hind that section of the union 
bureaucracy critical of national 
wage deals and to limit itself to 
simply mobilising a maximum 
‘no’ vote. 

But this is no way addressed 
those workers, who, as reported 
in the last issue of Class 
Struggle, “are thoroughly sick- 
ened by the programme but see 
no real alternative to it". The 
lrish Workers Group alone ar 
gued that the campaign must 
declare its aim to build the kind 
of rank and file movement that 
could be seen by worke's as a 


' real potential alternative to the 


union misieaders. 


That would mean a campaign 
and bulletins which began to 
take on the bureaucrats and the 
bosses on all the living issues 
that face us—while uniting the 
maximum number around the 
central question of the national 
wages deal. 


TUUAP baulked at this task 
and found itself reduced to small 
committee meetings forced to 
wait on developments on this 
single issue, able only to send 
activists an occasional newslet- 
ter. 


Organised Alternative 


Not even remotely did it begin 
to address the need for an or- 
ganised alternative to the bu- 
reaucratic leaders. The danger 
now is that TUUAP's inevitably 
small forces will be dwarfed in 
the battle to ditch this deal. 
That may well have been true 
anyway, but the enormity of the 
attacks facing us required a 
concerted and all-out response. 
As it is, nothing has been built 
outside of the immediate cam- 
paign. 

When the IWG requested last 
September that a conference 
be held to rally the troops, the 
centrists conspired with the 
TUUAP organisers to ensure that 
it would happen only after the 
ballots had been cast! 


Similarly, the left bureaucrats 
in whose name TUUAP refused 
to rock the boat did nothing to 
build the campaign. They have 


jobs as a tragedy”, arguing 
that the real source of unem- 
ployment, low wages, emigra- 
tion etc. lay with the economic 
regime under the control of 
the British government. 


He further claimed that the 
SDLP and the British govern- 
ment were deliberately hyp- 
ing up the issue to make “po- 
litical capital” out of it. In- 
deed, they were. But it is the 
Republican movement’s futile 
belief that its military cam- 
paign is the key to solving the 
Irish national question that 
again and again has provided 
not only the British govern- 
ment, the SDLP but the Irish 
Congressof Trade Unions with 
a golden opportunity to spread 
their lying propaganda and 
sow confusion and doubt 
among the anti-unionist work- 
ing class and the Irish work- 
ing class in general. 

A further measure of the 
serious political confusion that 
clearly exists within the Re- 
publican movement can be 


been bought off by special treat- 


ment inthe new deal, especially 
in the case of the craft workers. 


Even MSF’s Anderson congratu- 
lated ICTU on its “hard work” 
even if he admitted that it may 
not be easy to sell the deal. 


Yet the battle is still far from 
lost. Quite correctly TUUAP has 
written an open letter to ICTU 
demanding the observance of 
democratic norms in the run-up 
to the ballots. These requests 
will be binned, unless activists 
championthem intheirbranches 
and workplaces. They include 


the call fora six week period be- | 


tween the release of the pro- 
posals and the end of the deal; 
access to union publications for 
both sides, that Congress be 
made to participate in a public 
debate onthe terms ofthe deal, 
that independent tellers be 


present at the vote counting | 


and that all members receive a 
copy of the proposals in ad- 
vance of the ballot. 


What is Needed Now? 


Trade union militants must 
raise the issues at every pos- 
sible opportunity. Mass meet- 
ings of the members must be 
held to spell out what is at 
stake. A public sector alliance 
must be build to co-ordinate 
response among rank and file 


groupings, linked to a national | 


movement. Difficult though this 


may prove, we can't afford not 


to make a start now. When if not 
now? Who if not us? 


TUUAP plans a conference in 
the aftermath of the ballot. The 


fightback must be well and truly | 
stepped up there by committing | 


it to build a rank and file move- 


ment in the unions on a pro- | 


gramme of real opposition to 
the capitalist offensive. 


@ Vote No to the“Programme 
for Economic & Social Develop- 
ment! 


@ No industrial peace for wage 
restraint! 


@® Organise democratic discus- 
sion in the workplace to hear 
the arguments before any bal- 
lot! 


@ Build a rank and file move- 
ment against the the capitalist 
offensive. 





Anti-imperialism 


Stops at Dover? 





gauged by the organisation’s 
response to the Gulf war. As a 
self-proclaimed anti-imperial- 
ist organisation Sinn Fein has 
long associated itself with 
support for national liberation 
struggles againstimperialism 
across the globe. The move 
within it towards the left in 
the early 80s saw the adop- 
tion of an even more left-wing 
rhetoric about the evils of the 
economic imperialism of the 
great powers. 


However, the Gulf conflict 
has posedaconcrete challenge 
to Sinn Fein’s anti-imperial- 
ism and internationalism. 
While rhetorically attacking 
the western involvement in 
the Gulf against Iraq as part 
of animperialist war drive for 
oil and strategic control, 
nowhereinAn Phobhlacht nor 
in any of its public spokesper- 
sons has there been any con- 
demnation of the sanctions 
imposed through the United 
Nations soon after Iraq in- 
vaded Kuwait. 


That is until recently, at a 
public meeting in Derry on 
the Monday before war broke 
out, a Sinn Fein member and 
secretary to the Derry Trades 
Council, speaking from the 
platform of the newly formed 
“Troops Out of the Gulf Com- 
mittee’ stated openly his sup- 
port for sanctions and his belief 
in a strong United Nations. 
When another Sinn Fein 
member wasaskedbythe IWG 
whether this was their line, 
she said no. But An 
Phobhlacht (Jan 17) leaves us 
in little doubt about Sinn 
Fein’s illusions in the UN and 
their belief that UN sanctions 
could have averted war: 

George Bush’s admuinistra- 
tion twisted the UN’s arm to 
get the resolution which gave 
Trag an ultimatum to leave 
Kuwait by January 15th. But 
that resolution never stated 
that force must be used by the 
US. It stated that”all neces- 
sary means” must be 
used. The world-wide boycott 
of Iraq since August had 
begun to bite. It stood a strong 
chance of forcing Saddam 
Hussein out of Kuwait. But 
the bottom line is that nei- 
ther Bush nor Major want 
the next Iraqi leader to be 
chosen by Iragis. They want 
that decision to be made in 
Washington and London. In 
order to do so, they are pre- 
pared to turn the Iraqi cities 
into desert. 


We can only take it then 
that Sinn Fein would have 
been quite happy to see the 
starvation of the Iraqi people, 
the denial tothem of medicine 
and other vital necessities of 
life through the economic 
blockade imposed by the 
United Nations. Surely they 
are aware that the UN is, and 
always had been, precisely the 
instrument used by the impe- 
rialists when necessary to fool 
the masses behind the phrase 
mongering of the ‘world com- 
munity of nations’, and to be 
ignored when such methods 
are totally unnecessary. 


Apart from the mention of 
the demand ‘Keep war planes 
out of Ireland’, nowhere in An 
Phobhlacht is there any indi- 
cation of what the movement 
fights for in relationship to 
the western imperialist on- 
slaught on Irag and this even 
after war had broken out 
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> > > Continued 


from page 1 


> > > WORKING CLASS interna- 
tionalism demands that we 
should not simply sit back and 
say “a plague on all your 


| houses”. Iraq is a country that 
| has long been oppressed by 


imperialism. 

tis in hock to the tune of $30 
billion. Its oil wealth during the 
1970s was incapable of break- 
ing the chains of servitude. All 
its major industries are dependa- 
ent on imperialist investment. 
And the profits the Western 


| bosses repatriate from those 


ee ee 


investments starved Iraq of the 
funds that could have enabled it 
to develop and diversify its 
economy. Even its ability to 
produce oil depends on the 
technology of the imperialist 
powers. And, as Saddam him- 
self observed, Iraq is depend- 
ent on the imperialists to buy 
the oil. 


This is qualitatively different 
to the interdependency that is 
normal between the economies 
of the US, EC and the other 


| developed powers. It is the 
dependency of a subordinate 


nation, an oppressed nation, 
one whose development is de- 
liberately stifled by imperialism. 


It is in our interests to bring 
about the defeat of the imperial- 
ist armies and their Arab pup- 
pets locked in battle with Iraq by 
ruthlessly pursuing the class 
struggle at home. The govern- 
ments who direct these armies 
are our main enemy. 


A victory for |raq would sabo- 
tage the imperialist drive for a 
new, oppressive world order. 
That is why it is the duty of work- 
ing class internationalists to do 
everything in their power to bring 
about the victory of lraq in this 
war. This will astonish many 
workers, even those revolted by 
the prospect of war. How canwe 
support the victory of the Butcher 


| Of Baghdad, the oppressor of 





the Kurds? 

The defence of Iraq against 
imperialism in no way implies 
that we politically support the 


regime of Saddam, or that we 
excuse his monstrous crimes 
against the Iraqi workers and 
poor peasants. Revolutionaries 
have always argued for the 
overthrow of this dictator, well 
before the bosses’ media made 
him their pet hate figure. 


But today, he is not the main 
enemy of the fraqi and Gulf 
masses. The imperialists are a 
fargreaterthreat. Untilthe threat 
of imperialist victory is removed 
then a war by Iraq against the 
US, Britain and the coalition 
remains a justified war. 


It is vital that workers every- 
where face upto the real issues 
at stake in this war. It will cost 
the lives of thousands. And af- 
ter the working class youth has 
spilled its blood and sustained 
horrific physical and mental 
scars, the world’s rulers will 
patch together a peace in the 
plush surroundings of the inter- 
national conference centres. 








It is vital that we bui 
movement to bring this war to 
an end through workers’ ac- 
tion—action aimed at crippling 
the war machine of Bush and 
major and forcing imperialism 
to retreat from the Middle East 
forever. 

@® Stop imperialism’s war 
against Iraq! US and European 
troops out of the Middle East! 
@ For the Iraqi army, against 
the imperialist invasion! 

@® Defeat for US/EC imperial- 


ism. Victory to Iraq! Down with 
the UN! 


students Support Gay & 


Lesbian Rights 


A GALWAY MEMBEr of the Irish 
Workers Group was one of the 


| main speakers at an AGM of 





| 


hundreds of students in Gal- 
way RTC recently. The issue at 
stake was the vital one of 
getting the student body to 
adopt the USI national pro- 
gramme on lesbian and gay 


rights. 






Motions committing Galway 
RTC students to oppose all 


‘SWM: Sham Debate 


SWM’s ‘Marxism in Ireland?’ 
weekend at the end of Novem- 
ber attracted a large audience 
and offered, as promised, a 
series of ‘lively discussions and 
meetings’. They were not al- 


- ways, however, as also prom- 


ised, “conducted in an open 
and serious way”. 


Debate was deliberately 
curtailed at the very first ses- 
sion of the weekend. This was 
a result of taking hardly any 
speakers who weren’t fromthe 
SWM. Protests from the IWG 


| went unheeded until eventu- 


ally we received backing from 
an angry TUUAP activist who 
had similarly been excluded 


discrimination against lesbians 
and gays and to decriminalise 
homosexuality were over- 
whelmingly carried. So was a 
motion to empower the stu- 
dents union to support a col 
lege lesbian and gay society. 


As well as outlining the liter- 
ally murderous prejudices 
against gays that the present 
laws on social structures lead 
to—remember Sean Flynn's 


from the discussion. The reluc- 
tant organisers thereupon 
conceded a further six minutes 
of debate. 


in the same vein, all other 
tendencies were excluded from 
a meeting on ‘The Politics of 
the SWM’. That the meeting 
was intended for those “think- 
ing of joining” is all the more 
reason why it should have been 
open to people with alternative 
viewpoints. Instead, it was 
hermetically sealed off from all 
criticism in advance. And all 
this at a publicly advertised 
weekend of debate! 


Revolutionaries must con- 





@ Break the blockade! Send 
aid, including military aid, to 
lraq! 


@ The labour movement in all | 


countries supporting the “allied 


effort” must oppose the war | 


effort! Strike against the war! 
Boycott all war work. 


@ In lreland that means mobi- 
lising workers and the trade un- 
ions for strike action against 
Haughey's naked collaboration, 
to stop the refuelling of US 
warplanes. 


@ Fight to force Labour and thw 





Workers Party to break their pact | 


with the religious and pro-UN 
pacifists and to call for mass 
mobilisations and workers ac- 
tion against the imperialists. 


@® Youth and students, protest 
against this war! Boycott les- 
sons, organise teach-ins, oc- 
cupy the colleges! 


@ Defend the right to protest 
| a 
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What should lraqi 








workers fight for? 


NOW THAT war has brokem out between Iraq 
and the imperialist alliance revolutionary Marx- 
ists must support Iraq. A victory for lraq, even 
under its present brutal dictator, would be 
better for the world class struggle than its 
defeat at the hands of imperialism. 


But how does this position apply in lraq? 
Doesn't it inevitably mean suspending the class 
struggle? It must be tempting for the Iraqi left to 
see an imperialist victory over the Ba‘athist 
regime as presenting the best opportunity to 
overthrow Saddam. This temptation to take a 


defeatist stand in a war with imperialism is 
| understandable, but wrong. 


A military defeat for Iraq is not certain to bring 


i | down the dictatorship, even it if leads to Saa- 


attack and state repression! 


® Soldiers! Do not die for big oil! 
Fraternise with your Iraqi brogh- 
ers and sisters! Organise to turn 
your £uns on your officers! 


@® Turn this war into a real war 
against imperialism. The Iraqi | 


government must nationalise all 


foreign debt! 


@ Arm the population of Iraq; | 


arm the Palestinians! Victory to 
the intifada! 


murder in Fairview Park—the 
IWG speaker made a sharp at- 


tack on the Catholic Church | 


and its view that lesbian and 
gay love is an illness. 


Wining such mass student 


support for these motions was | 


a major step in which the IWG 
is proud to have played its part. 
Putting them into practice will 
be still more important. The 








time for this to begin is now. | 


stantly subject their ideas to 
re-evaluation through debate. 
Without an open exchange of 
views, itis not possible to clarify 


and test out our ideas. The 
momentous pace of world | 


events in recent times renders 
this all the more urgent. 


Only in such a way is it pos- 
sible to build a party for social 
revolution out of the ashes of 


Stalinism and in defiance of tri- | 


umphant imperialism. The con- 
temptuous dismissal by SWM 


of contributions from the IWG | 


and other left groups present 


shows that they totally failed | 


to grasp this fundamental | 


point.# 


dam's own downfall. The imperialist forces would 
be only too pleased to see a continued firm hand 
in Baghdad. 


lf Saddam and the ruling Ba’athists fall fight- 


| ingagainstimperialism their influence will not be 
| removed from the minds of the masses. If the 
| working class and its vanguard are seen to have 

abstained in the struggle against imperialism 
| their ability to win the leadership of the masses 
| will be enormously set back. 


For these reasons Iraqi revolutionaries cannot 


| remain neutral in the struggle against imperial- 

= Sl = 1 ism. They must participate in the national resis- 
against this war! No internment | 

of exiles! Defend Arab and Mus- | 

lim communities against racist | 


tance, raising slogans for a genuine war and 
uprising of the Arab and other peoples of the 
Middle East to drive out the imperialist forces. 


In the first phases of the struggle they must 
put forward demands on the detestable regime 
itself. The regime deceitfully claims to be leading 
a genuine anti-imperialist struggle. lfso it should 
nationalise all imperialist holdings in Iraq and 
Kuwait, distribute arms to the workers and the 
urban and rural poor, enabling them to form 
militias and elect their own officers. This would 


i H * | 
sh eee | prove the most effective way of preventing the 
imperialist holdings! Cancel all | onsiauBhit of the inipenalits. 


- Revolutionaries should likewise demand that 
if sacrifices are to be made during the imperial- 
ist blockade, then all should make them, notjust 


' the poor. Committees of workers, esepcially 


women, should be elected to ration and distrib- 
ute foodstuffs, fuel, and medical supplies. 


Agitation must be launched around revolution- 


| ary democratic slogans—an atomised and en- 
| Slaved people cannot be mobilised against 


impenalism. Freedom of speech, assembly, press 
and organisation, both trade union and political, 
are the most elementary necessities in both 
Kuwait and Iraq. Amongst these demands cen- 


| tral is that for the withdrawal of all Iraqi troops 


from the Kurdish regions and the procolamation 
of full and free self-determination for the Kurds, 
up to and including full state independence. 


To rally the oppressed and exploited masses 
of the Middle East against imperialism and its 
stooges—King Fahd, Mubarak, Assad, 
Rafsanjani—tt is necessary to give arms to the 
Palestinians and support their cause with deeds, 
not rhetoric. Inthe event of|sreal coming into the 
war it is necessary to fight for its defeat and for 
victory to Iraq. 

Inno sense does the fight forthese demands, 
which recognise imperialism as the main en- 
emy, mean that revolutionary Marxists should 
give Saddam political support or preach class 
peace with his regime. 

They should continue to express no confi- 
dence in Saddam Hussein as an anti-imperialist 
war leader.Every weakness on his part in the 
battle against imperialism must be exposed 
before the Iraqi soldiers and masses. Saddam’s 
tyranny and adventurism made it more difficult 
to win the Iraqi and especially the Kurdish 
masses to stand firm against imperialism. The 
workers and rural poor throughout Iraq should 
therefore not hesitate to use the present emer- 
gency to strengthen their class position in every 


way against Saddam. Only by doing so will 
they be able to use the arms of today’s con- 
scripted soldiers to overthrow him tomor- 
row. As soon as itisclearthat this would not 
heighten the chances of a.victory for impe- 
rialism. Thé road to a total victory over 
imperialism lies ultimately over the corpse 
of his regime. Iraqi workers will have to 
make a socialist revolution to open up this 
road. 


But today this road lies through a military 
united front with Saddam against 
imperialism.By fighting alongside, even 
within, the forces loyal to the Ba’athist 
rulers, So long as they are actually fighting 
imperialism, revolutionaries will be able to 
win over rank and file soldiers to opposing 
the dictatorship, to the establishment of 
democratic political freedoms. 


In the bloody war now engaged any insur- 
rection or uprising against Saddam must of 
course be judged against the need to de- 
fend lraq against imperialism and to the 
objective of winning the war. The former is 
temporarily subordinated to the latter. This 
does not mean that it is excluded, but that 
any decision to undertake an insurrection to 
topple Saddam would have to be taken with 
a view to increasing the chances of victory, 
notin indifference to the prospect of military 
defeat. 


This iS no way cuts across the real logic 
and methods of class struggle. Insurrection 
is not on the order of the day for scientific 
socialists unless the vanguard of the masses 
has been won to it and the broad majority of 
the proletariat and peasantry will look on it 
with sympathy and rally to the revolutionary 
government's defence. To reach an insur- 
rectionary situation within conditions of war 
the existing dictatorship would have to be 
disintegrated or disintegrating. 


Nor does revolutionary defencism mean 
that other forms of class struggle—strikes, 
demonstrations, occupations—are sus- 
pended. It only means that now that battle 
is engaged their aim will be different and will 
centre on the objective of workers’ control 
of production in general and war production 
in particular. 


The workers’ objectives will be to aid the 
war effort, to defeat sabotage and incompe- 
tence, to smash the privileges of the ruling 
classes, heir managers and bureaucrats. 
Their objective will be to see that food and 
services are efficiently and equitably distrib- 
uted. Thus workers’ struggles will aid the 
drive to defeat imperialism, not hamper it. 


The overall objective of the working class 
must be to turn the limited and petty conflict 
with imperialism that Saddam launched, 
and which imperialism has turned into a 
major war, into a broad mass anti-imperial- 
ist movement of the whole of the Middle 
East. Within this struggle the perspective 
must be to win democratic freedoms, above 
all the freedom to create a revolutionary 
vanguard party, free trade unions, workers 
and peasants councils,in short to winclass 
independence. 

But this struggle for democracy is insepa- 
rable from the struggle against imperialist 
domination itself. Against the wishes of 
every bourgeois and petit bourgeois nation- 
alist leader the working classs must lead 
the fight to its logical conclusion: the expro- 
priation of all big capitalists and landown- 
ers. 


The revolutionary struggle against both 
saddam and imperialist intervention can be 
combined only in the strategy of permanent 
revolution: the fight for a workers’ and 
peasants’ government and the Socialist 
United States of the Middle East.@ 
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UN Security Council voted 
to endorse war against [raq 
by an alliance of Imperialist 
armies and a motley crew of 
collaborationist Arabregimes. 
Prior tothis the UN had voted 
for crippling sanctionsagainst 
Iraq.These sanctions meant 
economic war, enforced by an 
imperialist military blockade. 


The Irish Government threw 


| their full weight behind the 
| economic war on Iraq citing 


their commitment to the UN 


| and its Charter. And though 
| the Government was more 


circumspect on the UN Secu- 
rity Council resolution sanc- 
tioning war after Jan 15— 
calling for more diplomatic 
effort—it has nevertheless 
defended its decision to go on 


| permitting the refuelling of 


US planes carrying US Gls 


and arms to the Gulf. And 
Foreign Minister Collins has 
defended this shameful prac- 
tice by citing the UN charter 
and specifically Article 43. So 
whether it is warmongers 
Bush and Co. justifying or 
Haughey and Collins defend- 
ing refuelling, all sanctimoni- 
ously claim that their deci- 
sions have the backing of the 
“world community” as repre- 
sented in the United Nations. 


But is the UN a community 


of nations? Have sanctions, . 


Irish collaboration and war 


the backing of the mass of 


humanity as is suggested by 
these hypocrites? Nothing 
could be further from the 
truth. The UN in no way rep- 
resents the common interests 
of the peoples of the world. 
Basically, itis divided into two 
interdependent but very un- 
equal parts—the Security 
Council and the General As- 
sembly. The General Assem- 


| bly is an impotent talk shop. 


Moreover, it 1s not even a 
democratic one. In the Gen- 
eral Assembly the ruling 
classes of all the capitalist 
world—imperialist and other- 
wise—plus the bureaucratic 
castes of the Stalinist states 
commingle and plot. By no 
stretch of the imagination are 
they engaged in anything 
other than the defence of their 


' own interests. The General 


Assemblyis a largely cosmetic 
exercise of pseudo democracy 
dressed up to camouflage the 
real nature and power in the 


| UN as aninstrument of impe- 





rialism. 
The Security Council 


Real power resides in the 
Security Council. Within the 
Security Council power re- 
sides not in the 15 member 
Council but with the five per- 
manent members—UK, US, 
France, USSR and China. 
Each of these has the power to 


veto anything they oppose. 


The process whereby the US 
pushed their motion to go to 


| war with Iraq through the 


Security Council in Novem- 
ber shows well how this deci- 
sive organ of the UN works 
and where the power lies. First 


_ the US, together with Britain 


EE 


and France were able to co- 


erce the USSR to support 
China to abstain on their war 
motion. This was made easier 
because the imperialists could 


cynically exploit the terminal 
crisis of Stalinism and Moscow 
and Beijing’s desperation for 
Western aid and support. 
There are 15 members in the 
UN Security Council—the five 
permanent members plus 10 
‘birds of passage’ elected for 
two years. This year thel0 
were Canada, Finland, Colom- 
bia, Cuba, Ethiopia, Ivory 
Coast, Romania, Yemen, Zaire, 
and Malaysia. Power lies with 
the five permanent members. 
If they agree there is never 
any insurmountable difficulty 
in getting the four votes to 
make up the nine out’ of 15 
needed to carry a motion. In 
the fortnight prior to the Nov 
29th Security Council meet- 
ing that voted for war, Baker’s 
formidable schedule of globe 
trotting had one purpose: to 
use any means necessary to 
sucessfully twist the arm of at 
least four of the ‘birds of pas- 
sage’ to vote for war. Among 
the many means used, eco- 
nomic and political blackmail 
is perhaps the most powerful. 


All of this is common knowl- 





UN Secretary General, fronted 
for US propaganda offensive, 
then not told when war started! 


edge except to the naive and 
simple minded, usually found 
in the academic and journal- 
istic world. The make-up of 
the UN reveals that primarily 
it is a tool which serves the 
imperialist powers. As 
Richard Falk in an article in 
the Irish Times on January 
19th spells out “the UN isa 
virtual tool of US policy”, 
(p.10). Its claim torepresent a 
democratic consensus or a 
community of nations is a 
sham, a camouflage aimed at 
masking its real function asa 
vehicle of imperialist inter- 
est. 


Not once since its founda- 
tion then has it intervened to 
oppose the ravages of imperi- 
alism in a chain of events 
spread out across the post war 





at seeea ise! 


decades. 


U.N.—Thieves 
Kitchen 


| ON NOVEMBER 29TH the 


It made no moves to check | 
imperialism in its project of | 


setting up the client Zionist 
state over the bones of Pales- 
tinian national and demo- 
cratic rights, the Suez attack 
on Egypt, the Bay of Pigs 


invasion of Cuba, the Alge- | 
rian and Vietnamese wars, the | 


Israeli invasion of Lebanon, 
the invasion of Grenada and 
Panama. Like the League of 
Nations before it, it is, to use 
Lenin’s phrase “the thieves 
kitchen” of imperialist inter- 
est, acting today as it did in 
1950 in Korea, as the 
smokescreen behind which US 
imperialist aggression is or- 
chestrated underneath phrase 
mongering about democracy 
and law and order. 


This is not to say that the 
UN has always been power- 
less andis merely an ideologi- 
cal smokescreen. It has a rec- 


ord of serious political and 


military action. 


In 1961 UN troops, with Irish 
participation, murdered the 


leftnationalist Lumumba and _ 
replaced him by the imperial- 


ist stooge Mobutu, thus pro- 


tecting imperialist interest in 


Katanga and the Congo. Us- 
ing the guise of peacekeepers 
in the Lebanon, UN troops 
have, in the service of Imperi- 
alism and its client state, Is- 
rael, obstructed and held back 
freedom fighters 


Therefore, the UN has no 
claim to speak as the voice of 
the world community or the 
community of nations, nor to 
be an independent, neutral 
and just peacekeeper. Indeed, 
in a world where a handful of 
powerful capitalist states 
dominate the rest of the world 
outright, there cannot be a 
democratic “world commu- 
nity”. The UN cannot be re- 
formed, as some of those pre- 
pared to criticise it still be- 
lieve despite decades of expe- 
rience. 

That is why in fighting 1m- 
perialism we must at thesame 
time fight one of its most 
important worldinstruments, 
the UN. 
™@ Break the UN Blockade of 

Iraq | 
m@ Imperialist troops out of 

the Gulf 


™@ Workers action to stop 
Shannon re-fuelling 


@ Irish troops out of UNIFIL 
& 


Ses 


ss ay ok 
at as, 
! act 


to announce (SWM's) plans for the campaign, on Jan.8th. 


Struggl 
Against 





reformists to 


“their” campaign 


challenged! 


AS WE GO TO PRESS it has been 
announced by SWM that they are 
attempting to affiliate the No To War 
in the Gulf Campaign to the pacifist 
pro-United Nations “Gulf Peace 
Campaign”. This outrageous decision 
| meant, as a first step, pleading with 
| this alliance of Clergy, Greens and 
hold 
demonstrations. SWM did not even 
have the shame to disavow them when 
asked by the Greens & Co. to call off 
the Feb. 2nd to permit a demo against 
Sinn Féin. Some of the ‘Peace 
Campaign’ had planned to picket the 
Sinn Féin Ard Fheis on that day! 


SWM is of course determined to keep 
independent 
organisationally, for its main objective is 
| not the struggle against Imperialism so 
-much as the winning of recruits through 
| the most fudged ‘anti-war’ appeal to the 
broadest numbers. What matter if their 
pacifist illusions are indulged rather than 


joint 


This development fully confirms the 
argument made on these pages about the | 
nature of the existing campaigns and | 
what needs to be done. SWM’s lies about 
the campaign being broad, democratic 
and open toallthosewho stand for Western 
Troops out of the Gulf, must be challenged 
by rejecting their attempt tojoin with the 
Gulf Peace Campaign, and by the fight to 
re-construct the NT'WG Campaign on 
genuine united front principles. Its SWM- 
appointed national committee must be 
replaced by acommittee of delegates from 
each political organisation openly fighting 
for the demands of the campaign, and 
delegates elected from the action groups. | 


A national conference of all activists is | 
urgent. SWM intend to push it back at 
least a month to ensure their own 
overwhelming control—at the expense of 
facing up tothe urgent political questions: 
defining clearly our opposition to the 
imperialism of the UN/US war, and 
turning to the fight for action centred on 


organised workers. 


War in the Gulf 


| parliament decided massively 
_in favour of Bush, exposing 


] 
, 
| 


THE ONSET OF WAR is a 
sharp test for the 
leaderships and politics of 
the anti-war struggle 
which is now divided 
between two national 
campaigns. Only a week 
before the war, Labourand 
Workers’ party leaders 
announced a Gulf Peace 
Campaign march in 
Dublin. 

A wide range of groups joined 
in a small demonstration of 
1,000 to hear a mixture of 
attacks on the US from 
Labour’s ‘left’ conscience, 
Michael D. Higgins and 
appeals that ‘sanctions must 
be given time to work’. De 
Rossa of the Workers Party 
pleaded that ‘only the Irish 
parliament’ had the right to 
decide whether there would 
be collaboration with the war! 
And indeed, the Irish 


the cowardly sham of these 


‘anti-war’ reformists who 






would not dare fight to 
mobilise workers indepen- 
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A National Secretary of SWM, self appointed director of NTWG Campaign, fronts press conference 


dently of the bourgeois 
parliament. 

The Gulf Peace Campaign 
led a demonstration of over 
500 at Shannon Airport on 
Jan. 20th calling on the 
government to refuse re- 
fuelling facilities to US 
military planes. Labour’s 
Higgins, Garland of the Green 


Party and DeRossa joined in 
calling for peaceful 
negotiations. 


The ‘No to War in the Gulf 
Campaign’ (NTWG), run in 
the manner of a front for the 
Socialist Workers Movement, 
has existed since September. 
It was set up by invitation 
only to the Militant, Labour, 
Workers Party and 
Republicans—who did not 
participate, and Greens. A 
Green activist acted as public 
face of the campaign even after 
her party dissociated itself. 

In all that time it had held 
only three public pickets and 
no public meetings. At the 
start of the new year SWM 
decided on a programme of 
public meetings for the 
campaign around thecountry. 
The Dublin meeting saw a 
major attendance of 300 to 
hear Eamonn McCann, Matt 
Merrigan, a Palestinian 
representative and... Michael 
D.Higgins who praised the ‘co- 
operation’ of the SWM 
campaign with the Gulf Peace 
Campaign. 

McCann failed to criticise the 
Gulf Peace Campaign 
perspective or explain why 
there should be a separate 
campaign. The furthest the 
SWM went in stating they 
would take sidesin the conflict 
was when a leading member 
Marnie Holborow declared 
they would be ‘for the defeat of 
the imperialists’ in the war, 
failing to say that they would 
call for victory for Iraq. 


In practice ‘co-operation’ 
meant SWM speaking on the 
Gulf Peace Campaign 
platform and supporting its 
demonstration which called 
for “negotiate, not escalate”. 
McCann’s passionate 
denunciation of the 
imperialists was the most 
loudly cheered at the Peace 
Campaign demo, indicating 
the real potential for a 
genuinely anti-imperialist 
campaign among. the 
relatively small forces willing 
to demonstrate on the streets. 
But he uttered not one wordof 
criticism of the Peace 
Campaign perspective— 
failingin the one essential task 
which alone could have 
redeemed the compromise of 
his appearing on their 
platform. 

After the NTWG Dublin 
meeting about 70 attended 
action groups in the city to 
help publicise the 
demonstration at the US 
embassy by on Saturday 19th. 
No democratic elections or 
decisions were taken at these 
groups, leaving the direction 
entirely in the hands of the 
SWM. 

Using their control, they 
determined the platform ofthe 
embassy demo—SWM in the 
chair, SWM cheerleaders, 
McCann for SWM as the main 
speaker, SWM’s national 
secretary speaking ‘for the 
campaign’ and... a Workers’ 
Party Dail deputy Eamonn 
Gilmore. The biggest single 
contingent present, the only 
one to march through the city 
to the demo, was led by 
Militant tendency who were 
refused the right to speak... 
by Keiran Allen, not by any 
democratic committee of this 
campaign which SWM were 
at pains to portray as “broad”, 
open to “everyone” who was 








for Troops Out and No Re- 
fuelling at Shannon! 

The pressure of debate on 
the left in the first days of the 
war showed in McCann’s 
forthright emphasis on the 
need to take sidesin the war— 
an issue, however, which they 
had prevented their ‘broad 
campaign’ from debating, for 


fear thatit might ‘isolate’ itself 


from the ‘broad’ anti-war 
support. 


Once more, the level of 


applause for McCann 
demonstrated that the active 
majority of the thousand who 
attended were clearly open to 
the anti-imperialist rather 
than pacifist argument. 
Nevertheless, he stopped 
short of arguing that a victory 
for Iraq would be the best 
outcome. The Militant 
tendency, anarchists and 
others, who oppose victory to 
Iraq but are nevertheless for 
the defeat of the US, could be 
forgiven for believing that 
SWM shared their position. 
Anti-imperialist opponents 
of the war must condemn 
SWM’s decision to deny 


speaking rights to the rest of 


the left and to turn to the right 
in choosing a sccond major 
speaker, Gilmore of the 
Workers’ Party. This party 
which had in no way helped 
build the demo or the 
campaign was given a free 
platform by SWM to plead the 
cause of the UN as the body 
which should make peace. 
Sanctions should have been 
given time to work, Gilmore 
declared, and he repudiated 
any call for the defeat of the 
US. 

Representatives of the 
Dublin Council of* Trade 
Unions and the Union of 
Students in Ireland spoke 
briefly to record their 
opposition to war. Their 
platitudes reflected how little 
had been done—or 


attempted—in mobilising | 


sections of the workers and 
students movements. The 
Dublin Council of Trade 
Unions had passed a vague 
motion against war, following 
on which the NTWG claimed 
that the DCTU was now 
affiliated toit. But no attempt 
was made to turn this vague 
‘affiliation’ into reality by 
asking for delegates from the 
DCTU. As a result DCTU 
speakers appeared on the 
platforms of both campaigns 
and were not pressed at all by 
the SWM campaign to call out 
support from the hundreds of 
thousands of Dublin workers 
it claims to represent. 


Baclgound 
As recorded in the last Class 
Struggle, IWG had called on 
SWM since October to open 
up their Campaign committee 


in a democratic manner, to | 


draw in the left and seek 
affiliations of workers and 
student organisations who 
should be invited to send 
delegates to a democratic 
committee. SWM was 
particularly determined to 
block IWG participation. They 
explicitly did not want the 
IWG in the campaign arguing 
for opposition to sanctions! 
Maintaining our offensive for 
a genuine democratic united 


front, [WG openly challenged | 
the SWM again atthe Critical | 


_ aSinn Féin speaker was due 


Studies Forum on Gulf War 
and Irish Neutralityin Dublin 
on Dec. 8th to open up their 
committee. Asaresultan [WG 
member was able to attenda 
committee meeting in a busy 
pub lounge at which the only 
other organisation re- 








presented was SWM. Over | 


Christmas the campaign was 
taken fully in hand by SWM 
who decided the plans for 
provincial meetings it 
announced at a _ press 
conference in January. 
Despite the sudden influx of 
numbers into the campaign 
their bureaucratic control 
remains intact. 

SWM claims in the small 
print of its paper to be for an 
Iraqi victory, but they block 
every attempt to fight for this 
decisive issue in the campaign 
because it is not popular on 
the left in the way that a 
Vietnamese victory became a 
popular left slogan in 1968. 
They cover this opportunism 
by claiming that first they 
must organise big numbers 
and later they will try and win 
them to take sides in the war. 
The evidenceis, however, that 


a 
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Galway 
Campaign 


IN GALWAY CIT¥ the IWG 
held a lively public meeting 
in the University against the 
U.S. war drive. A further 
public meeting was called to 
build an action group in the 
city, but the Labour Party cut 
across thisinitiative and drew 


a bigger attendance on the 


following night where IWG 
was nevertheless invited to 
speak from the platform. 

The meeting decided to hold 
a public rally ‘Against War in 
the Gulf'—after we 
successfully opposed calling 
it a ‘Peace Rally’? It also 
decided to oppose re-fuelling 
at Shannon, but Labour and 
WP persuaded the meeting 
not to call for Western Troops 
Out ofthe Gulf. [WG therefore 
refused to be responsible for 
this campaign and did not go 
on the committee. However, 
we won speaking rights at its 
rally of 250 people which was 
addressed by Galway city 
Mayor Michael D.Higgins on 
Jan. 19th. The press had been 
toldit would be a ‘peace rally’, 
and the organisers tried in 
vain to get the bishops as 
speakers. 

From the platform thelWG 
speaker explained why it was 


| necessary tofightfor Western 
| Troops Out, to fight for defeat 


of the imperialists and a 
victory for Iraq. He openly 
made our criticisms of the 


| Peace Campaign. The Labour 


chairman of the platform 
closed the meeting just before 


to speak, at which IWG 
protested. 

Further attempts will be 
made to build a principled 
action group against the war 
independent of the pacifist 
leaders. Hf 
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 - Derry Marchers on the first day of the war. 





they have carried no slogans, 
issued no leaflets, raised no 
debate in the campaign to try 
to persuade anyone. Their 
efforts are directed at 
preventing others from 
winning the campaign to take 
sides in the war. 

Such opportunism is doubly 
dangerous when it goes to the 
lengths of concealing or at 
least deliberately fudging the 
differences with the more 
powerful ‘left’ Gulf Peace 
Campaign whose position is 
objectively pro-imperialist, 
defending the UN and 
sanctionsand at best equating 
Iraq and the US as warlords. 


IWG demands that the 
campaign be made genuinely 
open to debate and democratic 
procedure. It must be won to 
hold an urgent national 
conference open toall activists 
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Belfast 


Students in QUB marched 
against the war on the day it 
broke out. Unionist 
organisations among 
students, predictably, fully 
supported the war! A 
committee involving SWM, 
Peoples Democracy, Irish 
Marxist and others had been 
formed in mid-December on 
the principed basis of Troops 
Out, nore-fuelling at Shannon 
and Break the Blockade of 
Iraq. The national leadership 
of SWM reacted against this 
and Belfast SWM responded 
by agreeing with PD to break 
up the campaign and re-form 
it on a basis which excluded 
any opposition to the Blockade 
against Iraq! Even more than 
in Dublin, the SWM Belfast 
campaign mergedits activities 
with the local Peace Campaign 
involving Greens, Communist 
Party, Peace People, Trades 
Council etc. 


Derry 


Not for years has Derry seen 
an action-meeting as vibrant 
and crowded as the one called 
to build the NTWG campaign 
there on Jan 14th with over 
200 in attendance. At a 
subsequent meeting of the 
action group formed, IWG 
gave the lead in posing all the 
key political issues facing 
activists. The meeting voted 
to have democratic control of 
officers, to call for Troops Out 
of the Gulf and to oppose re- 
fuelling of US warplanes at 
Shannon. 

On the question of the 
Blockade of Iraq the SWM 
went along with the 


overwhelming majority to 
insist that at least the 
campaign would not be used 


and not simply on the basis of 
‘delegates’ 
controlled groups. 

Rather than letting the 
campaign be shaped to suit 
the recruitment aims of the 
SWM, activists must fight to 
makeit take seriously the task 


of mobilising amongorganised | 


workers for real action— 
demonstrations and strikes 
against the war, to force the 
Irish state to cease its 


collaboration and break the 


blockade of Iraq. 
On the first day of the war 


IWG produced a leaflet which | 


was distributed in thousands 
at subsequent events spelling 
out why anti-war fighters 
must take sides. We reproduce 
here from the leaflet, the 
section on What Needs to be 


Done. 


in support of sanctions as an 
‘alternative to war’. But on 
theissue of positively opposing 
the Blockade of Iraq, the IWG 
proposal might have wone had 
it not been for the SWM block 
vote against! And despite the 
absence of real debate, even 
on the proposal to stand for 
victory to Iraq a significant 
minority supported the IWG 
proposal against SWM—more 
evidence of the real potential, 
if fought for, to build a 
thorough-going anti- 
imperialist campaign against 
the war. 

On the day the war broke out 
IWG rallied over 40 students 
in the University to march 
through the city to an 
afternoon rally of about 100. 
The Socialist Society in the 
University called a meeting 
against War in the Gulf 
addressed by the IWG. 

It was agreed to form an 
action committee. 
Regrettably, neither the 
Militant nor SWM members 
who attended took up the 
political debate on the issues 
raised by the IWG. They were 
intent on a_= sectarian 
manoeuvre towards the 
students whilst maintaining 
their boycott of the Socialist 
Society as a forum for debate 
and common action. 

The Socialist Society 
initiated a petition for an 
emergency Student Union 
assembly on the war. IWG 
intervened at the student 
assembly to successfully 
commit the student union to 
affiliate to the NTWG 
campaign on Monday 21st. 

On Saturday 20th, the new 
campaign rallied 200 rallied 
in Derry against the war. & 


from SWM | 
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Two campaigns exist, one 
entirely pacifist, clinging to 
religious hopes, headed by 
Spring, De Rossa and a series 
of Religious and Green groups, 
united around a vain faith in UN 
sanctions as a supposed 
alternative to war. 


@ The other, the No to War in 
the Gulf Campaign, though run 
by centrist socialists afraid of 
spelling out a consistent 
position against imperialism, 
nevertheless should be actively 
supported for its demands for 
Western troops out of the Gulf 
and an end to re-fuelling at 
Shannon. 


We call on activists to 


_ urgently work to win workers, 


trade union groups, student 
unions and campus action 
groups to affiliate to this 
campaign. Demand the setting 
up of an open democratic 
national committee of 
delegates from all action 
groups and political 


organisations willing to affiliate 


and fight for the two aims. 
Demand full democratic 
openness to debate different 
views on the key issues of the 
war over and above the limited 
aims of the campaign. 


M@ Mass protests, pickets and 
demonstrations, campus 


Seca ee i eran atc 


Dublin 


In Trinity College the Union 
president organised a music 
event(!) for lunchtime of the 
day before the war, preceded 
during lecture time by a rally 
which drew only 150.Left 
groups were refused speaking 
rights. It was represented to 
the media as a ‘peace rally, 
indicating clearly the urgent 
need among Student Union 
activists to decide what they 
stood for and to lay down 
mandates for their 
representatives. 

The Student Union president 
and the TCD organiser for 
SWM (who is planning to be 
the next president!) organised 
a meeting the following day to 
build an anti-War action 
group. Hoping to avoid any 
political debate, they 
presented no proposals to the 
meeting. |[WGintervened with 
a sequence of simple motions. 
The ones which were not 
reached called for defeat for 
US imperialism and victory 
for Iraq. But the meeting 
debated our call for democratic 
procedure, for Coalition 
Troops Out of the Gulf and to 
prohibit representatives of the 
campaign from publicly 
supporting sanctions. SWM 
focussed on opposing this last 
point! To their own shock they 
found that their attempt to 
block with ‘independent’ 
activists was really a block 
with the right wing of the 
meeting! For when it came to 
debating the call for Coalition 
Troops Out, the meeting voted 
22 to 14 tocall for ‘Iraqi Troops 
Out of Kuwait’—a position 
totally in contradiction with 
even the limited platform of 
the NTWG. 

At that point IWG withdrew 
its motions and called for 
support for the TCD Socialist 





What Needs To Be Done 


occupations and teaclrins on> 
the war are vital starting points 
for an effective movement. But | 
it must have the perspective of | 
going beyond protest to real 
action. 


M No action can be more 
effective than that of organised 
workers. Fight to turn the 
campaign centrally to the 
organised working class_ 
movement. Whatever the 
obstacles, we must fight for 
industrial action to prevent re- 
fuelling of military planes at 
Shannon. | 


@ No-one can say yet how long 
this war may last, but every 
day counts in the long uphill 
battle, against all the pressures 
of the media, for the kind of 
action which can, on an 
international scale, undermine 
the US war drive. The key to 
such a success must he a 
perspective of political strike 
action especially against the 
US and British multinationals. | 
Progress in such a direction 
will be enormously difficult and 
may only be possible if the war 
drags on. But if we are ever to 
achieve the kind of action that 
is necessary, campaign leaders | 
are needed who do not fear to 
spell out clearly’ this 
perspective from the start! 


son migra | 


Society initiative on the 
following day to build a 
principled campaign against 
this imperialist war. SWM 
continued to hold office as | 
secretary of the pacifist — 
Student Union committee, | 
claiming privately that they 
would work to change its 
platform. The meeting called 
by TCD Socialist Society was 
much smaller but voted— 
despite the opposition of the | 
Spartacists—to organise a 
fight among students for 
action based on Coalition 
Troops Out, and a 
commitment to debate further 
whether the campaign should 
take the side of Iraq. 


Spartacist Sect 


Other attempts in TCD at 
building against the war have 
witnessed the sectarian 
abstentionism of the ‘Dublin 
Spartacists’. A committee 
linking socialist societies 
across colleges proposed to 
circulate student unions in 
December’ calling for 
mobilisations against the 
Blogkade of Iraq, for Troops 
Out, no _ vre-feulling at 
Shannon. The draft circular 
contained a few sentences 
motivating this call. In TCD 
the Spartacists stated that 
they agreed with everything 
in it but were against any 
attempt to circulate it. They 
saw such an agreed action as 
dissolving their own 
independent political identity! 
Sectarian to the core, they 
have a complete phobia } 
against the most principled | 
united front campaigns! But 


without such campaigns the | © 


tiny forces of the left cannot 
hope to intervene with any 
effect in the fight for working 
class action. Hf 
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ARBEITERMACHT 
German Trotskyists joint PDS 


SUPPORTERS OF the German Trotskyist paper Arbeitermacht have 
taken the bold step of joining the Party of Democratic Socialism 
(PDS). This is the successor to the old ruling Stalinist party in the 
GDR, now re-constituted as an all-German party. The PDS remains 
in a state of flux following the overthrow of the bureaucracy and the 


continuing in its ranks, which the reformist leadership is using to 
steer the party in a social-democratic direction. 


Within the PDS the Trotskyists aim to continue their fight for a 
revolutionary action programme to mobilise the powerful German 
working class against the attempts of the bosses to make them 


have produced an Appeal forthe Formation of a Trotskyist Platform 









THE BLOODY ASSAULT 
on the TV station in 
Vilnius, which left 14dead, 
indicates that a decisive 
shift has taken place 
within the Soviet bureauc- 
racy. 

The military and the KGB 
are taking advantage of the 
diversion of world attention 


| by the imperialist holocaust 


in the Middle East and of the 
USA’s continued need for 
USSR agreement in the Secu- 


| rity Council. 


| bachev’s new 


restoration of capitalism in the GDR. A wide-ranging debate is | treaty. 


in the party, providing concrete answers to the internal crisis inthe | 


PDS as well as developing a programme for working class action 


| to meet the bosses’ attacks. 


This step has undoubtedly proved worthwhile. It is enabling the 
comrades to test the superiority of their arguments against the 
social-democrats, Stalinists, and centrists within the party. The 
party leadership have also had to sit up and take notice of the 
Trotskyists. Shortly after they joined Gysi, the PDS leader, issued 
the scarcely concealed threat that extremists and Trotskyists 
would not be tolerated. 


| Entering the PDS has provoked an entirely predictable torrent of | 
| abuse from the sectarian groups active in the former GDR. One | 


They aim to bully those na- 
tionalities and Republics that 
have refused to accept Gor- 
federation 


Turning Point 


But events in Vilnius and 


| Riga portend an even greater 


pay the costs of capitalist restoration. To do this the comrades | we 78 pornt. Ene oper 


Bonapartist clique around 


| Gorbachev finds the limited 


democratic rights of Glasnost 
increasingly intolerable. 


The military and KGB 
clamp down on the Baltic 
Republics is not only a test 
bed for the suppression of the 
movements for national rights 
and independence throughout 


| the USSR; it is preparing the 


group, the Bund Sozialistischer Arbeiter, accused the Trotskyists | 


of being a “Fifth Column” for the Stalinists, whilst the Spartacist 
Workers Party of Germany claim that the comrades have capitu- 
lated to the social-democratic course of the leadership. 


What the sectarians are obliged to avoid mentioning is the series 
of very clear revolutionary demands contained in the comrades’ 
Appeal, and the consistent criticism of Stalinism and social- 
democracy contained in Arbeitermacht. Indeed the building of a 


_ Trotskyist Tendency within the PDS will do infinitely more to 
_ challenge the reactionary party leadership than a thousand and 





' 
| 


one literary denunciations in the sectarian press could ever do. 


The Trotskyists have joined the PDS with their ideas intact. They 
are conscious that in so doing they are making a %gnificant 
contribution to the fight for a new revolutonary leadership for the 
German working class.@ 


PODER OBRERO (PERU) 


Fighting Fujimori 


LAST MONTH we received the latest two magazines of Poder 
Obrero in Peru. The December 1990 issue is devoted to the third 


anniversary of the National Popular Assembly. PO[P] analyse how | 
this self-proclaimed “embryo of a new state” has been completely © 
- bureaucratised and how the centrists (especially the Morenoite 
| and Lambertist currents) habitually capitulate to that bureaucracy. 


This month's publication concentrates on events since the | 





election of Fujimori last summer. The background to his election | . | 
_ restoration of the unbridled 


victory is explained, as is the second “Fuji-shock” austerity 
package delivered at Christmas. Also Poder Obrero devote space 
to an analysis of a progressive new phenomenon in the Peruvian 
labour movement. For the first time the union federations are 
holding mass assemblies of workers to discuss the current crisis 
and PO[P] discuss their experience of intervening in them. 


Other recent activities and publications of Poder Obrero include 
a pamphlet on the reformist PUM party, the nature of the Fujimori 
regime, the crisis in the Gulf and the joint organisation of solidarity 
forums on El Salvador and Iraq. An English language edition of the 
Platform of the Popular Youth Co-ordination is available now from 
the LRCI. This platform represents the latest success of Poder 
Obrero in fighting among oppressed groups for the Trotskyist 
Programme. The comrades ended a busy year by sending the 
completed Spanish translation of the Trotskyist Manifesto to the 
printers together with the first issues of Guia, the journal of the 
Andean Trotskyist Liason Committee, which brings together 
comrades of PO[P] and the LRCI’s fraternal Bolivian group—Poder 
Obrero-OCiR.@ 


Keep Taipe Out of Jail! 


way for the destruction of the 
freedom of speech, assembly 
and organisation throughout 


the USSR. 


In particular it threatens 
the newly emerging labour 
movement with the loss of the 
right to strike, and the right 
to organise unions and politi- 
cal parties free of the bureau- 
cratic dictatorship. 


Such a presidential coup 
d’état was prepared by the 
majority of the Supreme So- 
viet giving full powers to 
Gorbachevin December. Most 
of the so-called radicals and 
reformers were involved in 
this spineless capitulation. 


Pretext 


The pretext was that the 
impending economic cata- 
strophic required the forcing 
through of “economic reform” 
(further measures towards 
restoring capitalism). Gor- 
bachev, they believed, was the 
last hope for this. 


If he were to fall the re- 
formers anticipated a bloody 


dictatorship of the Party. That 
would effectively halt “eco- 
nomic reform” and might even 
lead to a new Cold War with 
Imperialism. These deputies 
surrendered their only pos- 


| session, their sham sover- 





VICTOR TAIPE, the militant President of the FNSTMNP unlon federation | ye 


in Peru was recently released from Jail after being falsely accused and | 


imprisoned. But he Is living under the accusation that he Is a “terrorist” 
and the Huancavellca court want to put himin prison for five years. While 


_ Inside last year he was tortured with electric prods; worse will awalt him 
| should we fall to keep him free. 





The FNSTMNP have sent a special letter to the LRCI asking for an 
International campalgn to stop the persecution of this class fighter. We 
must do what we can to protest here because the bureaucracy In the 
unions are doing very little to help him since they consider him a 
“Trotskyist” and unworthy of assistance. Letters to: Peruvian Ambassa- 
dor, 52 Sloane Street, London SW1 Presidente Alberto Fujimori, Palacio 
de Goberno, Plazas de Armas, Lima, Peru. 


¥ Soviet troops confront workers 


Hands Off 





LITHUANIA! 


eignty, gambling that Presi- 
dential dictatorship would 
enable Gorbachev to march 
on towards the market. 


Only a thousand or so in 
Moscow heeded their call to 
demonstrate against the 
bloodshed in Lithuania. A 
further week passed before 
mass anger expressed itselfin 
calls for Gorbachev's resigna- 
tion on Jan 20th. 


Despite the statements of 
the KGB and army chiefs that 
they intervened to prevent the 
restoration of “the bourgeois 
system”, thereis not the slight- 
est evidence that the Lithu- 
anian Sajudis government 
planned an armed insurrec- 
tion against the Soviet forces, 
or that they contemplated 
pogroms or oppression against 
the Russian and Polish mi- 
norities. 


No Contradiction 


Certainly leaders of the 
Lithuanian Sajudis national- 
ists, Landsbergis (the presi- 
dent) and prime minister 
Prunskiene are committed to 
restoring capitalism. But they 
neither have the state power 
nor economic wherewithal to 
carry it through in the short- 
term. But in any case their 
declared programme is not in 
fundamental contradiction 
with the programmes formu- 
lated by the Kremlin. 


In fact, prior to the Soviet 
assault, prime minister Prun- 
skiene fell because her gov- 
ernment could not carry 
through a fundamental price 
reform—out of fear of a mass 
explosion in Lithuania. 
Landsbergis, afraid that her 
measures would dissipate the 
nationalists’ mass base over- 
night, moved rapidly to oust 
the luckless Prunskiene. 


Indeed it was probably the 
difficulties of the Sajudis’ 
mounting contradiction with 
its own popular support that 
led hardliners to choose this 
moment, and Lithuania, to 
test the ground for a coup by 
Gorbachev—or a successor. 


This legal coup d’état is not 
a defence of the planned econ- 
omy against capitalist resto- 
ration. The working class is 
the only living force capable of 


in front of the press building in the Lithuanian captial 





defending the workers’ state 
itself. 


Destruction 


If the privileged generals 
and bureaucrats destroy the 
organisations and militancy 
of the proletariat and nation- 
alities of the whole USSR built 
up over the last five years, 
that would do more than any 
other single crime of Stalin- 
ism to ensure the destruction 
of what remains of the his- 
toric gains of October 1917. 


In Lithuania, as increas- 
ingly in the other Soviet Re- 
publics, a majority of the 
working class sees its primary 
interests in winning national 
independence. 


If the Kremlin brutally 
suppresses these legitimate 
national demandsit will drive 
the Lithuanian workers even 
more into the arms of those 
they see as pursuing inde- 
pendence but whose pro- 
gramme is to restore capital- 
ism. The only way to break 
the working class from this 
alliance is to grant full na- 
tional independence. 


National Self- 
determination 


Despite the low level of 
class-consciousness and the 
confusion of Soviet workers as 
a result of over sixty years of 
Stalinist dictatorship, eco- 
nomic bungling and corrup- 
tion, especially its confusion 
on the question of the nation- 
alities, only national freedom 
and democratic rights can 
allow the toilers to discover in 
struggle the road to defending 
their own class interests. 


Only workers’ democracy 
can permit the proletarian 
political vanguard to re-form 
around a Trotskyist party, 
committed to destruction of 
the Stalinist dictatorship as 
an anecessary task in defend- 
ing the post-capitalist econ- 
omy— athoroughgoing politi- 
cal revolution. 

Thatis why Trotskyists and 
all working class fighters must 
defend the Lithuanian 
peoples’ right to self-determi- 
nation—and of all of the 


onset a 
” Poly e 
Sore 





USSR’s nations—as separate 
states if they desire it. De- 
fence of the planned property 
relations of the workers’ state 
is not identical with the con- 
tinued unity of the USSR. 


Indeed the defence of na- 
tionalised property and plan- 
ning is most certainly incom- 
patible with the continued 
existence ofa forcible union of 
peoples, a Russian “Empire”. 


True Father 


The true father of this 
bureaucratic parody of a “free 
federation of peoples”was 
Stalin, not Lenin or Trotsky. 
the bloody massacres under 
Gorbachev, in Georgia, Azer- 
baijan and now Lithuania, his 
deceitful and bullying attempt 
to force them to stay within a 
centralised Federation, have 
fatally weakened any poten- 
tial of co-operation and frater- 
nity between the nationalities. 


They can only be restored if 
the proletariat of the USSR, 
particularly the Russian work- 
ers, take up the battle for the 
right to free and unhampered 
secession now. The trade un- 
ions should at once call on the 
proletariat of the whole 5So- 
viet Union tolaunch a general 
strike to end the attacks on 
the Baltic states, to bring an 
end to Gorbachev’s Presiden- 
tial dictatorship and fight for 
the establishment of a regime 
of workers’ councils. 


Political Revolution 


Internationally the prole- 
tariat must fight for the 
immediate and unconditional 
withdrawal of Soviet Armed 
Forces and KGB troops from 
Lithuania, Latvia and Esto- 
nia. 


® Down with the bloody butch- 
ers of Vilnius! Soviet troops 
out now! 


@ Hands off Lithuania, Lat- 
via and all Republics desiring 
separation! 


@ For an independent work- 
ers’ state in Lithuania! 


@ Down with Gorbachev's 
coup! 


@ For proletarian political 
revolution! 





— 


| conservatives, 





& Massive demonstration at the Kremlin Sunday 20th Jan against Gorbachev’s repression in Lithuania : 


ORBACHEV: 





PRISONER OF THE 


THE DECEMBER CON- 
GRESS of People’s Depu- 
ties turned into a rally 
dominated by the old-style 
during 
which Gorbachev was 
granted increasingly cen- 
tralised powers and the re- 
formers were trounced. 


The most coherent group at 
the Congress was the Soyuz 
(Union) group headed by the 
sinister lieutenant Colonel 


. Alksnis. 


They demanded the ban- 
ning of political parties, the 
suspension of all parliaments 
and the declaration of a state 
of emergency. In the face of 
Soyuz the so-called liberals 


| were almost silent. 


Although not all of the Soyuz 


| demands were met, the ma- 


jority of the congress lined up 
behind the “conservatives” to 
grant Gorbachev draconian 
powers. 


| Presidential Decree 


He was given the right to 
rule by Presidential decree 
and to appoint his own gov- 
ernment. He has the power to 
initiate martial law whenever 
he decides. 


On resigning last month, 
foreign minister Shevard- 
nadze proclaimed: 

Thereformers have gone into 
hiding, dictatorship is com- 
ing and trials await the Soviet 
people. 

To rule by Presidential de- 


cree requires the backing of 
loyal armed forces. The Soviet 


_ Armed Forces may be a little 


shaky in the face of popular 
revolt, divided as they are 
along nationalist lines, but 
their officer corps remains 
95% Russian or Russified 


Ukrainians. 





These officers are them- 
selves divided between those 
who wish to retain a conscript 
army and those who want a 
new professional army. But 
there are alternative sources 
of “law and order” which Gor- 
bachev can seek to use. 


Specialised Divisions 


In addition to specialised 
divisions of the army (the 
Speznaz and Black Beret bat- 
talion) there are the crack 
troops of the Minstry of the 
Interior (MVD) and the half 
million strong KGB. 


Between the army and these 
other forces there are about 5 
million troops that Gorbachev 
would hope to win the support 
of. In order to retain the loy- 
alty of the military Gorbachev 
has to make concessions to 
their political leadership. 
They are generally conserva- 
tive about the economy, hos- 
tile to the nationalist move- 
ments and anti-democratic. 


They are part of a coalition 
of “conservative” forces which 
ranges from the KGB chiefs, 
through the managers of the 
arms industry, to the enter- 
prise managers in the coun- 
tryside and the republics who 
fear closure of their plants or 
farms if marketisation pro- 
ceeds. 


This coalition also includes 
those layers of the bureauc- 
racy whofavouramuchslower 
pace of marketisation than 
that proposed by the reform- 
ers. 


They hope thereby tobe able 
to gradually convert their 
privileges, acquired through 
corruption, into the begin- 
nings of private wealth which 
will enable them take their 
place within the ranks of a 
new bourgeoisie. 


These conservatives are all 
united about the need for se- 
curity and stability in the 
state. In opposing the break 
up of the Union they prefer 
Presidential edict and terror 
to the instability brought in 
the wake of democracy. The 
Congress represented a move 
by Gorbachev towards this 
wing of the bureaucracy. 


He offered no concessions 
to the independence move- 
ments. Congress agreed his 
new Union Treaty which is a 
concession to the hardliners 
and arebuttal of the demands 
of the republics. 


The new treaty proposes 
retaining a single currency, 
unified economic system and 
common foreign and defence 
policy. 


Towards Dictatorship 


Could Gorbachev go over 
completely to the conserva- 
tives? Gorbachev took a major 
step towards dictatorship at 
the December Congress of 
People’s deputies. He moved 
towards the hard linersin the 
bureaucacy and therefore 
towards a military solution. 


But he will not survive long 
if he completes the move in 
this direction—his pro- 
gramme is not that of the 
hardliners and they would not 
trust him as their loyal leader 
after his years of perstroika 
and glasnost. 


On the other hand, he would 
have no role to play as a 
democratic front for such mili- 
tary rule since he would be a 
completely discredited force 
among pro-glasnost forces. 
Gorbachev has no alternative, 
therefore, but to pursue a 
strategy that is doomed to 
failure. 


CONSERVATIVES? 


Gorbachev will be posed 
with the choice of settling any 
social or national disputes 
through making concessions 
or cracking down hard. His 
room for manoeuvre with the 
working class is shrinking as 
economic conditions worsen. 


The working class will in- 
evitably resist the coming 


attacks. There are already | 


signs of a reawakening of 
militancy. There areindepend- 
ent unions in every major 
industrial town and region 
and talks of strikes against 


the threat of up to 12 million | 


workers losing their jobs in 
the next year. 


But at the moment the 
working class movement is 


very weak, divided by region- | 


alism and sectoralism. There 
is a chronic crisis of leader- 
ship which is heavily influ- 
enced by pro-market ideas. 
But the potential of a unified 


resistance exists against job | 


losses and price rises. 


Against Gorbachev and the 
KGB, and against the variety 
of pro-market and separatist 
leaders, the working class 
must organise itself to inter- 
vene directly to avert the 
impending economic, national 
and political crisis that threat- 
ens the USSR. 


It must oppose every move 
toward a military crackdown 
and resist it by strikes, and 
arms if necessary should it 
happen. 


It must use the relative 
freedoms it has won to build 
all-union workers’ councils 
that struggle to defend the 
rights of national minorities 
and the integrity of the Soviet 


state, and which fight against | 


capitalist market reforms in 
favour of a democratically 
planned economyinthe hands 
of the workers themselves.@ 
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OUR PROGRAMME 





Dodging the Draft? 


IN BRITAIN as the spectre of 


war in the Gulf loomed larger 
the call up of medical reservists 
prompted Labour MP Tam 
Dalyell to urge defiance of the 
call up and in the US the legacy 
of the anti-draft struggle during 


| the Vietnam war is Serving as a 


model for many to emulate 
today. 
The armies are overwhelm- 


| ingly made up of working class 


youth, and in the US in particu- 
lar black youth, who are “con- 
scripted” by poverty and unem- 
ployment. It is they who will pay 
the bloodycost of securing Bush 
and Major’s war aims. 


They can see that the waris a 
blatant imperialist exercise to 


|} secure cheap oil and a perma- 
| nent military presence in the 


Gulf. 


Revolutionary socialists de- 
fend, and stand in solidarity 
with, each and every young sol- 
dier who revolts against the 
inhuman regime that sends 
them out to die for imperialism. 
But Marxists have never advo- 
Cated ‘conscientious objec- 


| tion”, the individual refusal to 


serve inthe armed forces of the 
capitalist state. 


Despite being made up largely 


| of workers the army is not “our” 


army. it is totally in the service 


| of capitalism. It would require a 


social revolution to change this. 
We fight against conscription 
because we are againsta single 
penny being spent on imperial- 
ist war and a single person 
having to die to defend the 


| bosses’ profits. 


That is why we call on depu- 
ties of the working class parties 
to vote against every measure 
of conscription and every de- 
mand for war funds in parlia- 
ment. 


But Marxists do not call on 
individual soldiers to defy the 
call up or break military disci- 
pline, though we will defend 
those who do so. So, what is 
wrong with being a “conscien- 
tious objector”? From the standa- 


| point of the tasks of revolution- 


ary socialism and the class 
struggle, everything. 


Revolution will not be 
achieved peacefully. The bosses 
will attempt to cling on to their 
wealth and power by every pos- 
sible means, including violence. 
To counter this, workers must 
learn military technique. 


Our programme for achieving 


| this isto fight forthe abolition of 


the standing army, for military 
training for all and for a workers 
militia. lf we cannot secure this 
then we fight within the armed 
forcesto make sure the working 
class derives the full benefit of 
military training. As Trotsky 


| explained: 


We can't oppose compulsory 
military training by the bourgeois 
State just as we can't oppose 
compulsory education by the 
bourgeois state. Military train- 
ing in our eyes is part of educa- 


| tion. 


And Lenin, during the First 
World War: 
Today the imperialist bourgeoi- 
Sie militarises the youth as well 
as the adults; tomorrow it may 
begin militarising the women. 
Our attitude should be: All the 
better! Full speed ahead! For 
the faster we move, the nearer 
we shall be to the armed upris- 


ing against capitalism. ... An 
oppressed class which does not 


Strive to learn the use of arms, | 


to acquire arms, only deserves | 


to be treated like slaves. 


In the class struggle we can | 


use military training to our ad- 
vantage, even when insurrec- 
tion is not the immediate task. 


Connolly's Citizen Army was set | 
up with the help of ex-soldiers. | 


The one time in Britain when 
serious workers’ self-defence 
fuards were built, inthe strikes 


of the early 1920s, they were ef- | 
fective because they were or- | 


ganised and led by ex-soldiers. 


Their military training proved 
decisive in beating off police 
attacks on picket lines. The 


same was thecase forthe picket | 


defence squads set up under 
the inspiration of Larkin and 
Connolly around 1913. Without 


the contribution of ex-soldiers, | 


like Captain White etc theywould 
have been far less effective. 


Of course this does not mean 


that our first task is to urge | 


everybody to enlist! We must do 


everything we can to win the | 
working class to all out opposi- | 


tion to the war. 


But ifthe warlasts any length | 
of time, then the mounting toll | 
of suffering and the economic | 
costs shovelled onto the work- 


ing class at home will begin to 
undermine the chauvinist war 
propaganda. In such conditions 


a similar disillusionment willset | 


in amongst those at the sharp 


end, those facing chemical | 
weapons and hi-tech firepower. | 


The working class squaddies 
and GI's will ask, like their prede- 
cessors in Vietnam and Korea, 
why they came to somebody 
else's country to wreak havoc 
and to suffer and die them- 
selves. 


When this happens oppo- | 


nents of the war will be needed 


at the front to organise resis- | 
tance. The only way to stop war | 
is to destroy the cause of wars: | 


imperialism and exploitation. 
But that can only be done with 
arms in hand. 


The major wars which have 
left 100 million dead in this 
century have invariably pre- 
sented revolutionary opportuni- 
ties to the working class. 


When vast numbers of work- 
ers find themselves inside the 
capitalist military machine the 


job of socialists is to go with our | 


class, to suffer the same fate 
and fight the same struggle. 
Trotsky argued that this was a 
principle for Marxists: 


Revolutionists no more sépa- 
rate themselves fromthe people 
during. war than in peace. A 
Bolshevik strives to become not 


only the best trade unionist but | 


also the best soldier. 


Despite the draconian disci- 


pline and the absence of any 
democratic rights it is the duty 
of class conscious workers in 
the army, cautiously and se- 
cretly at first but seizing every 
opportunity, to expose the 


bloody imperialist nature ofthis | 


Wal. 


When the time is ripe, when | 
their fellow soldiers are willing | 


to join them, action must be 
organised to disrupt and bring a 
halt to the war machine. This, 
rather than conscientious ob- 
jection by isolated individuals is 


the best road to halt the war. | 
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No More Wage Restraint! 


Vote No 
to PESD 


THE GOVERNMENT has launched a new attack on workers with 
the connivance of ICTU. It comes in the shape of the new Pro- 
gramme for Social and Economic Development (PESD). As ex- 
pected, it is long on promises but short on concrete commit- 


ments. 
This deal played up as a 


great achievement in the press 
won't tackle mass unemploy- 
ment, won't reverse the cuts 
and won't halt rationalization 
drives. 

It actively aids the ongoing 
erosion of basic trade union 
struggle. It has targeted the 
public sector for all an-out at- 
tack. It will broaden, not nar- 
row, the gap between wage 
earners and those that have 
reaped the rewards of a wage 
restraint and _ productivity 
growth in the: recent profits 
boom. 

The central element of the 
deal is three annual increases 
of 4%, 3% and 3.75%—the first 
instalment of which will not be 
paid until next November at the 
earliest! The much hyped prom- 
ises on welfare concessions 
are hedged in the small print 
around the usual conditions, 


e.g. “as the economy 
£rows...". 
The Small Print 


Trade unionists will be faced 
with a rushed ballot on this new 
national wages deal with the 
minimum of discussion. Al- 
ready the executive of one ma- 
jor union, CPSU has been 
rushed into recommending it 
by John O’Dowd before the 
members of the executiveeven 
had the full text to read.. 

It is a deceitful package 
aimed primarily at wage 
restraint and must be met with 
a resounding No! in the ballot. 
Yet to judge by recent newspa- 
per reports, Irish workers have 
been awarded a pay bonanza 
unparalleled in recent years. 

As terms for the PESD 
emerged, the media pundits 
laid the superlatives on thick 
to describe the carefully se- 
lected features fed to them by 
the well-oiled PR machine of 
the the so-called “social part- 
ners”. 

The reality is starkly differ- 
ent. Workers are “walking on 
air” according to The Star be- 
cause wages are set to rise by 
a ‘staggering 20%’. 





The general percentage pay 
increase promised is so mar- 
ginal that for low paid workers 
on anything under £150, lump- 
sums of £5 over three years 
had to be provided /nstead of 
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inflation rates. The Gulf War 
raises the: prospect of spiral- 
ling inflation on top of the al- 
ready developing recession 


This will render PESD wage 
increases totally useless. 
Even NCB stockbrokers—no 
friend of the workers—called 
the wage settlement “a moder- 
ate deal” and they are in a po- 


ae os 


aS nie 
ahh att 
a ee ed 
Sethe Om en ba 
is, 
Seite 


{tater a my ndat peeteta hoa seh eae 


Re 
oBibotitacatetitipeteratenrs scene 


ia ig fas 


ea gee 
Sateen 


oe 
Ae oats 


A Leaving Haughey Sp ympous ne 


the percentage rise. The Star 
calculated its “staggering 
20%" on the basis of a starva- 
tion wage of £80 rising to £95 
over three years! 

Yet the state had to recog- 
nise that workers on up to 
£150 were so poor as to be eli- 
gible for social welfare ‘family 
income supplements’! 


Wages 


Anyone who thought that 
wage sacrifices under the PNR 
would be rewarded under the 
PESD will be sorely disap- 
pointed. Workers will be guar- 
anteed a compound increase 
of 14.5% afterthree years.. 

These figures must be com- 
pared with a 59% increase in 
profits over the period of the 
last three-year deal. 

Even at that these wage in- 
creases barely match current 
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sition to know! 

Much has been made of the 
“second tier” which allows lo- 
cal or company bargaining fora 
further 3% maximum, after a 
year ortwo. 

Yet even before the ink has 
dried on the agreement the 
“social partners” disagree on 
its meaning. ICTU would like us 
to believe that all workers will 
getit, but the employers will be 
tying it to productivity. 

The payment will have to be 
“negotiated"—industrial ac- 
tion may not be used—and in 
all cases possible the employ- 
ers will try to squirm out of with 
‘inabilityto pay’ clauses. 


As we go to press full details 
have yet to be published, but 
no concessions whatsoever 
have been announced towards 
a statutory minimum wage—an 
issue that ICTU had itself previ- 
ously put tothe fore. 
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This is the most important 
issue facing low paid workers 
today—especially | women 
who fall disproportionately 
into this bracket. ICTU knew 
full well that it would not be 
achieved without a fight. but 
they had no intention of up- 
setting their cosy agenda by 
industrial struggle which 
would undermine the “social 
peace” needed by the 
bosses. 


Tax 


The commitment to intro- 
duce £400 million in tax relief 
will cut no ice with workers. 
This promise was already 
made to the Progressive 
Democrats as part of the Coa- 
lition government pro- 
framme. 


It compares unfavourably 
with the £800 million in tax 
concessions that accompa- 
nied the last programme— 
which meant next to nothing 
in workers’ take-home pay. 
There are no significant devel- 
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opments where it really 
counts—indexing tax allow- 
ances on tax bands and shift- 
ing the burden to tax from 
workers tothe bosses. 


Jobs 


Although job targets were 
specified in the PNR, it is 
widely acknowledged that 
they were never reached. The 
PNR promised 30,000 new 
jobs. It didn’t mention that 
this was a gross figure, not 
net of redundancies. Many of 
the jobs created were in non- 
unionised, low paid and part- 
time work. 

This has to be set against a 
net reduction of 14,000 jobs 
enforced by the state in the 
public sector. In total, there 
was a net increase in employ- 
ment of only about 10,000 
over three years! This was de- 
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natural increase in the eco 
nomically active population! 
lreland remained top of the 
EC unemployment league even 
though the official figure of 
220,000 is artificially low since 
it does not take into account 
those on so-called work experi- 
ence programmes and mickey- 
mouse training schemes. 

The itemized list of job crea- 
tion targets in the PNR proved 
to be fairy tales in a ‘boom’ pe- 
riod. The PESD promises are 
just as brazen despite the re- 
cession thatis taking hold. 

It is a shamefuldeception by 
the trade union leadership at a 
time when itis estimated thata 
quarter of a million emigrants 
flew in and out of the country 
overthe Christmas period. 


Workers should treat with 
contempt the proposals for 
elaborate new schemes in the 
area of job training. This is “Job- 
search’ by another name. It 
adds insult to injury not only to 
send the unemployed = on 
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senseless courses, but to 
oblige them as part ofthe same 
programme to go out and 
search out jobs which patently 
won't be there. 


Welfare Entitlements 


The much heralded multi-mil- 
lion pound improvement in wel- 
fare services is a sick joke. It 
only promises to keep spend 
ing level with inflation. The cuts 
will not be turned around. 

Much fanfare has sur 
rounded the government’s in- 
tention to honour the recom- 
mendations of the Commis- 
sion on Social Welfare report— 
aleady four years old and pro- 
duced by Government nomi- 
nees! 


In fact the government only 
promises to move towards the 
‘priority’ recommendations by 
1993. Only after that will it im- 
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the 
125,000 over the same period 
—wiping out almost the entire 





plement the real increase in 
welfare levels recommended. 
Even this commitment is quali- 
fied in the draft agreement 
which states that “giving effect 
to these rates of payment pres- 
ents a very serious problem of 
resources which can only be re- 
solved as the economy grows." 
In other words, real increases 
in rates depend upon the 
achievement of further eco- 
nomic growth. 

Given that economic experts 
say everything points to the 
contrary, this is yet another fin- 
gers up to the poor.And for lo- 
cal communities came the 
promise that existing support 
schemes for community devel- 
opment would be reviewed! 
The same old hogwash yet 
again. Insofar as this pro- 
gramme gives a commitment 
to anything, it is acommitment 
‘to review the feasibility of... °, 
in short the commitments 
mean sweet damn all. The 
same goes for all the padding 
about ‘youth facilities’ and pro- 
vision forthe old. 


Education 


The promises of jobs in edu- 
cation are acon-trick to sell the 
programme. The government 
was already committed to in- 
creasing student intake at thira 
level by 3,600 and they are al- 
ready half way through building 
the Tallaght Regional College. 
Most of the new jobs, there- 
fore, wouldcomeinanycase. 

At primary level hundreds of 
jobs are also promised but will 
not make up for those lost 
through the application of the 
public sector embargo and the 
failure to re-employ contract/ 
temporary workers—which 
was a feature of the outgoing 
programme. 

There is a lot of hype about 
the introduction of a new six 
year cycle at second level. But 
it is not being introduced for 
Students currently in educa- 
tion, and therefore won't cost 
the government a penny for five 
years. 

On the other hand, cruel in- 
justices exist now which the 
negotiators of the programme 
have failed to remove; the 
£400 grants for continuing in 
second education has _ not 
been restored, the £200 fee 
for re-sitting the Leaving Cert. 
still stands. And, despite all 
the gaff dramatic improve- 
ments in the pupiltteacher ra- 
tio, it is to be reduced by a 
meagre 1% during the period of 
the PESD. 





